David @ark 
3456 17 St., 

San Francisco, CA 94110 


8/20/93 


Dear David, 

lour sending me yottf/ropy of the CaJdiaghan book is a fine, thoughtful, generous and 
appreciate^offer but if by the time you get this you have not send it, please do- not. 

I know enough about the trash. It Is one of the minor, and I mean this, edploita- 
tions and ex^teiiafcaSe&s whatever Callahan may believe or have talked himself in believ- 
ing and it is beyond my capabilities to give all of them the attention that a decade. ago 
I would have. I kgnw enough about it from my friend Daifee Wrone, Wisconsin (Stevens f oint), 
historian. Ar^/thing to promote it, of course, I would like for -file. 

It does distress me that Paul Ilocia would have anything to do with it but then £ 

when he agreed to he probably had no way of knowing tithat would evolves! is Shabby, care- 

less, ignorant uninformed relic of the dim past that is tainted by the more care^ss of 
crude inaccuracies. 

. T 

An extra one, for file purposes only , '^ould be welcome. But I will not waste the time 

to read It.' The few samples I have are enough for the book to describe Itself. It is not - 

even current on the assassination nuttiness. For Callahan not to know even that is his 
own selfpcharacterization to me. 

c 

If as yoii say that it Is so cheaprf ana\rude (you do. not use these^ words) was not his 
intention tejlui he is arrogant beyond meaningful descriotion to have undertaken such a 
project for what I presume is a decent advance and then not do the work required to. make 
it even a decent compendium of all the misleading, misinformation and generally '^erong- 
headed disgraces readily available to him. And of which Scott at the leas.t should have 
knorj’w about. . 

Host of the covert-action seenarios of which 4 know range from amateur childish con- 
cepts of them to utter sillinessjLf they are alleged to relate to the ssassination. 

You are fortunate not be have been ^edited in the book as you were to Publishers 
Weekly. - 

gn^ScQtt;, and this is intended tp address Ms work, not him ? I made detailed anal- 
yses and commentaries on all the abortions in defense of Oliver Stone's travest’/S^ again 
for bistory only. In the course I did th^Jt with the sill p res TIKKIM printed. I sant lemer 

a copy, with no restrictions rjro. as a challenge^^T tnose who penned that swill for him* Hot 

\J r^, ' A ' 

a word from any of them, none from Scott. Thijese guys just do not know what they are 


talking and writing about and the&j, invent reality often in justification ox the sickness 
they put on paper. I can think of littejl' writing ostensibly on the subject that defames 
writers more or serves any national interest less. In short 5 however they conceive them- 
selves, they are disinformationists. Thot confuse the prople ever 1 more and individually 
and collectively they tend to protect the official miscreants. But you have been thoughtful 
and helpful and once again t h a n ks for it. (l hope you were braced!) Thanks again, 



